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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed April 13, 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Applicant argues that Ibe fails to disclose determining the location of 
the wireless terminal relative to a coverage area of the WLAN. Applicant further argues 
that Ibe fails to disclose examining relative motion between the boundaries of the 
system such that handoff can occur based on the relative motion. Applicant also argues 
that signal strength between the cellular and WLAN is not compared to determine which 
system should service the mobile device. The examiner, however, disagrees. 

Ibe discloses a data handoff method between a WLAN and WWAN (cellular 
network) (see title and abstract). Ibe further discloses determining the location of the 
wireless terminal relative to a coverage area of the WLAN as evidenced by the fact the 
system can determine when the mobile station has roamed either into the WLAN 
coverage area or WWAN (cellular area) (0044) (0051 ). Further, the comparison of 
signal strengths and the determining of the coverage area of the WLAN and WWAN 
based on the relative motion between the boundaries of the systems can be read on 
when the mobile terminal moves between the systems and the signal strength of one 
system degrades and the signal strength of the other is stronger (good coverage) 
(0051). 

Therefore, based on the above arguments, the examiner believes that Ibe reads 
on the invention as presently claimed. The rejections to the claims are set forth below. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1 , 3, 6, 9-16, 1 9, 22-29, 32 and 35-39 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Ibe et al (Ibe), U.S. Patent Pub. No. 
2004/0218575. 

Regarding claim 1 , Ibe discloses a method for servicing communications from a 
Call Control Entity (CCE) to a wireless terminal, comprising: communicatively coupling 
the CCE with a wireless local area network (WLAN); receiving at the CCE a call for the 
wireless terminal; determining if the wireless terminal is serviced by the WLAN; 
delivering the call to the wireless terminal via the WLAN if the wireless terminal is 
serviced by the WLAN; and attempting to deliver the call to the wireless terminal via a 
cellular network if the wireless terminal is not serviced by the WLAN (0039 and 0047). 

Regarding claim 3, Ibe discloses the method of claim 1, further comprising: 
determining a location of the wireless terminal relative to a coverage area of the WLAN; 
determining the location of the wireless terminal relative to a coverage area of the 
cellular network; servicing the call with the WLAN when the location of the wireless 
terminal is within the coverage area of the WLAN; and servicing the call with the cellular 
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network when the location of the wireless terminal is outside the coverage area of the 
WLAN but within the coverage area of the cellular network (0039 and 0044; figure 1). 

Regarding claim 6, Ibe discloses the method of claim 3, further comprising 
initiating a handoff of the call from the WLAN to the cellular network before a loss of 
signal with the WLAN is expected to occur, based on the relative motion of the wireless 
terminal towards a boundary of a coverage area of the WLAN (0044, 0045). 

Regarding claim 9, Ibe discloses the method of claim 1, further comprising 
delivering the call to the wireless terminal via the WLAN or the cellular network based 
on comparing the signal quality of the WLAN and the signal quality of the cellular 
network (0045). 

Regarding claim 10, Ibe discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising 
comparing signal strengths from a plurality of Access Points (APs) in the WLAN to 
determine whether to service the wireless terminal with the WLAN or the cellular 
network (0044 and 0045). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Ibe discloses the method of claim 3, further comprising 
observing the signal strengths over time from a plurality of APs to predict whether the 
wireless terminal is leaving a coverage area of the WLAN (0045). 

Regarding claim 12, Ibe discloses the method of claim 3, further comprising: 
comparing relative signal quality of the cellular network and the WLAN; and choosing to 
service the call based on relative service quality between the parallel communication 
path and the WLAN (0044 and 0045). 
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Regarding claim 13, Ibe discloses the method of claim 3, further comprising: 
servicing the call to the wireless terminal via the cellular network when the signal quality 
of a serving Access Point (AP) fails to meet the first handoff threshold and when signal 
strengths of all Access Points (APs) in the WLAN are decreasing (0044). 

Regarding claim 14, Ibe discloses a method for servicing communications to a 
wireless terminal with a wireless local area network (WLAN) and an alternative network, 
comprising: servicing a call to the wireless terminal via the WLAN; determining if a 
signal quality between the WLAN and the wireless terminal fails to meet a first handoff 
threshold; establishing a parallel communication path to the wireless terminal via the 
alternative network to service the call; and servicing the call to the wireless terminal via 
the alternative network when the signal quality fails to meet a second handoff threshold; 
terminating the communication path between the wireless terminal and the WLAN when 
the signal quality between the WLAN and the wireless terminal decreases below the 
second handoff threshold; servicing the call to the wireless terminal via the WLAN when 
the signal quality increases above the first handoff threshold; and terminating the 
communication path between the wireless terminal and the alternative network when 
the signal quality between the WLAN and the wireless terminal increases above the first 
handoff threshold (0044-0046). 

Regarding claim 15, Ibe discloses the method of claim 14, further comprising: 
determining a location of the wireless terminal relative to a coverage area of the WLAN; 
determining the location of the wireless terminal relative to a coverage area of the 
alternative network; servicing the call with the WLAN when the location of the wireless 
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terminal is within the coverage area of the WLAN; and servicing the call with the 
alternative network when the location of the wireless terminal is outside the coverage 
area of the WLAN but within the coverage area of the alternative network (0039, 0044). 

Regarding claim 16, Ibe discloses the method of claim 14, wherein the alternative 
network comprises a cellular network (figure 1). 

Regarding claim 19, Ibe discloses the method of claim 14, further comprising 
initiating a handoff of the call from the WLAN to the alternative network before a loss of 
signal within the WLAN based on the relative motion of the wireless terminal relative to 
a boundary of a coverage area of the WLAN (0044, 0045). 

Regarding claim 22, Ibe discloses the method of claim 14, further comprising 
determining whether to handoff/deliver call to wireless terminal via WLAN or the 
alternative network based on comparing the signal quality of the WLAN and the signal 
quality of the alternative network (0044, 0045). 

Regarding claim 23, Ibe discloses the method of claim 14, further comprising 
comparing signal strengths from a plurality of Access Points (APs) in the WLAN to 
determine whether to service the wireless terminal with the WLAN or the alternative 
network (0044, 0045). 

Regarding claim 24, Ibe discloses the method of claim 14, further comprising 
observing the signal strengths over time (continuous) from a plurality of APs to predict 
whether the wireless terminal is leaving a coverage area of the WLAN (0045). 

Regarding claim 25, Ibe discloses the method of claim 14, further comprising: 
comparing relative signal quality of the parallel communication path and the WLAN; and 
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choosing to service the call based on relative service quality between the parallel 
communication path and the WLAN (0044, 0045). 

Regarding claim 26, Ibe discloses the method of claim 14, further comprising: 
servicing the call to the wireless terminal via the alternative network when the signal 
quality of a serving Access Point (AP) fails to meet the first handoff threshold and when 
a signal strength of all Access Points (APs) in the WLAN are decreasing (0044). 

Regarding claim 27, Ibe discloses a method for servicing a wireless terminal via 
a wireless local area network (WLAN) comprising: servicing a call with the wireless 
terminal via a cellular network; determining that a service quality supportable by the 
WLAN meets a first handoff threshold; establishing a parallel communication path to the 
wireless terminal via the WLAN; and when the service quality supported by the WLAN 
meets a second handoff threshold, terminating the communication path to the wireless 
terminal via the cellular network; and when the service quality supported by the WLAN 
subsequently fails meets the first handoff threshold, terminating the communication path 
to the wireless terminal via the WLAN (0044-0047). 

Regarding claim 28, Ibe discloses the method of claim 27, further comprising: 
determining a location of the wireless terminal relative to a coverage area of the WLAN; 
determining the location of the wireless terminal relative to a coverage area of the 
alternative network; servicing the call with the WLAN when the location of the wireless 
terminal is within the coverage area of the WLAN; and servicing the call with the 
alternative network when the location of the wireless terminal is outside a coverage area 
of the WLAN but within the coverage area of the alternative network (0039-0044). 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/780, 1 60 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2617 

Regarding claim 29, Ibe discloses the method of claim 27, wherein the alternative 
network comprises a cellular network (figure 1). 

Regarding claim 32, Ibe discloses the method of claim 27, further comprising 
initiating a handoff of the call from the WLAN to the alternative network before a loss of 
signal within the WLAN based on the relative motion of the wireless terminal relative to 
a boundary of a coverage area of the WLAN (0044, 0045). 

Regarding claim 35, Ibe discloses the method of claim 28, further comprising 
determining whether to handoff/deliver call to wireless terminal via WLAN or the 
alternative network based on comparing the signal quality of the WLAN and the signal 
quality of the alternative network (0044-0046). 

Regarding claim 36, Ibe discloses the method of claim 27, further comprising 
comparing signal strengths from a plurality of Access Points (APs) in the WLAN to 
determine whether service the wireless terminal with the WLAN or the alternative 
network (0044-0046). 

Regarding claim 37, Ibe discloses the method of claim 27, further comprising 
observing the signal strengths over time from a plurality of APs to predict whether the 
wireless terminal is leaving a coverage area of the WLAN (0045). 

Regarding claim 38, Ibe discloses the method of claim 27, further comprising: 
comparing relative signal quality of the parallel communication path and the WLAN; and 
choosing to service the call based on relative service quality between the parallel 
communication path and the WLAN (0044, 0045). 



Application/Control Number: 10/780,160 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2617 

Regarding claim 39, Ibe discloses the method of claim 27, further comprising: 
servicing the call to the wireless terminal via the alternative network when the signal 
quality of a serving Access Point (AP) fails to meet the first handoff threshold and when 
a signal strength of all Access Points (APs) in the WLAN are decreasing (0044). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ibe in 
view of Goss, U.S. Patent No. 6,320,534. 

Regarding claim 2, Ibe discloses the method of claim 1 as described above. Ibe, 
however, fails to disclose delivering the call to voice mail if the call cannot be delivered 
to the wireless terminal. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Goss discloses a location based personal 
telephone routing system. Goss further discloses delivering a call to voice mail if the 
call cannot be delivered to the mobile (col. 5, lines 1-15). 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to modify Ibe with the teachings of Goss for the purpose of ensuring that a 
called party will not miss an important message. 
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6. Claims 4, 5, 18 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ibe in view of Rajkotia et al (Rajkotia), U.S. Patent Pub. No. 
2004/0121774). 

Regarding claim 4, Ibe discloses the method of claim 3 as described above. Ibe, 
however, fails to disclose determining the location of the wireless terminal with Global 
Positioning Satellites (GPS). 

In a similar field of endeavor, Rajkotia discloses an apparatus and method for 
performing an interfrequency handoff in a wireless network. Rajkotia further discloses 
determining the location of the wireless terminal with Global Positioning Satellites 
(GPS), determining the location of the wireless terminal with Global Positioning 
Satellites (GPS) (0052). 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to modify Ibe with the teachings of Rajkotia for the purpose of more accurately 
locating the mobile station when it is traveling through multiple systems. 

Regarding claims 5, the combination of Ibe and Rajkotia discloses the method of 
claim 4, further comprising: determining a relative motion and location of the wireless 
terminal relative to a boundary of a coverage area of the WLAN; determining a relative 
motion and location of the wireless terminal relative to a coverage area of the cellular 
network; servicing the call with the WLAN when the location of the wireless terminal is 
within the coverage area of the WLAN; and servicing the call with the cellular network 
when: the relative motion of the wireless terminal is towards the boundary of the 
coverage area of the WLAN; or the location of the wireless terminal is within the 
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coverage area of the cellular network and the wireless terminal is predicted to leave the 
coverage area of the WLAN (Rajkotia, 0070-0076). 

Regarding claims 18 and 31, Ibe discloses the method of claims 14 and 27 as 
described above. Ibe, however, fails to disclose determining a relative motion and 
location of the wireless terminal relative to a boundary of a coverage area of the WLAN; 
determining a relative motion and location of the wireless terminal relative to a coverage 
area of the alternative network; servicing the call with the WLAN when the location of 
the wireless terminal is within the coverage area of the WLAN; and servicing the call 
with the alternative network when: the relative motion of the wireless terminal is towards 
the boundary of the coverage area of the WLAN; or the location of the wireless terminal 
is within the coverage area of the alternative network and predicted to leave the 
coverage area of the WLAN. 

Rajkotia discloses this limitation (0070-0076). 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to modify Ibe with the teachings of Rajkotia for the purpose of ensuring the call 
is continued. 

7. Claims 7, 8, 20, 21 , 33 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ibe in view of Wang et al (Wang), U.S. Patent Pub. No. 
2004/0192341. 

Regarding claims 7, 20 and 33, Ibe discloses the method of claims 3, 14 and 27 
as described above. Ibe, however, fails to disclose predicting if the wireless terminal 
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will leave a coverage area of the WLAN based on previous movements of the wireless 
terminal relative to the coverage area of the WLAN. 

In a similar field of endeavor, Wang discloses an apparatus and an associated 
method for reserving resources in a mobile communication system through the use of 
historical indicia. 

Wang further discloses predicting if a wireless terminal will leave a coverage area 
of a network based on previous movements of the wireless terminal relative to the 
coverage area of the network (0044); figure 7). 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to modify Ibe with the teachings of Wang for the purpose of knowing whether 
resources should be reserved for the mobile in an effort to maintain communication. 

Regarding claims 8, 21 and 34, the combination of Ibe and Wang discloses the 
method of claims 7, 20 and 33 further comprising servicing the call with the WLAN when 
the wireless terminal is predicted to stay within the coverage area of the WLAN (0045). 

8. Claims 17 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ibe in view of well known prior art. 

Regarding claims 17 and 30, Ibe discloses the methods of claims 14 and 27 as 
described above. 

Ibe, however, fails to disclose wherein the alternative network comprises a 
satellite-based network. 
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The examiner contends, however, that satellite networks are well known in art 
and it is further known for handoff functions to take place in satellite networks and the 
examiner takes official notice as such. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to modify Ibe with the teachings of well known prior art since it is known that 
satellite systems can in certain instances, provide more coverage to users. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Temica M. Beamer whose telephone number is (571) 
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272- 7797. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday (alternate 
Fridays) 7:00am-4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha Banks-Harold can be reached on (571 ) 272-7905. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 - 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Temica M. Beamer 
Primary Examiner 
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